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1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 



(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1,2, and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Patel et al. (6,314,284). 

For claims 1,2, and 4, Patel et al. disclose system and method for providing 
service transparency for mobile terminating calls within an H.323 system 
comprising : 

a wireless air interface (see IMSI box 122 in figure 2) for communicating with 
a wireless point (box 120 in figure 2); 

a IP router for routing packets over an IP based packet network (see boxes 
170 and 175 in figure 2); 

a processor for converting signaling messages received from the wireless air 
interface to a common signaling format for transmission via the IP router (see 
box 142 in figure 2); 

wherein the common signaling format is ITU H-323 (see box 100 in figure 3); 



and 
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wherein the IP router queries the IP based network for forming a routing table 
for use in routing packets from other endpoints of the IP based network (see 
router 170 in figure 2). 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis 
for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 



Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Patel et al. in view of Akatsu et al. (6,523,064). 

For claim 3, Patel et al. disclose all the subject matter of the claimed 
invention with the exception of the wireless air interface comprising at least two 
different types of wireless air interfaces in a communications network. Akatsu et 
al. from the same or similar fields of endeavor teaches a provision of the more 
integrated communications interfaces to other devices within the customer 
premise equipment (see boxes 650,652,656,660, and 664 in figure 6). Thus, it 
would have been obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to use the at least two types of interfaces as taught by Akatsu et al 
in the communications network of Patel et al. The at least two types of the 
interfaces of Akatsu et al. can be implemented or modified into Patel et al. by 
connecting the at least two types of the interfaces into the gateway (box 142 in 



Application/Contrdmumber: 09/349,521 ~ Page 4 

Art Unit: 2666 

figure 2) . The motivation for using the two types of the interfaces as taught by 
Akatsu et al. into the communications network of Patel et al. being that it provides 
an adaptation of different kind of the communications network. 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis 
for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Patel et al. in view of Siu et al. (6,522,641 ). 

For claim 5, Patel et al. disclose all the subject matter of the claimed 
invention with the exception of routing packets from one base station to other 
base station in a communications network. Siu et al. from the same or similar 
fields of endeavor teaches a provision of a plurality of the base stations 
communicating together (see BSs in figure 3). Thus, it would have been obvious 
to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the 
routing packets between the base stations as taught by Siu et al. in the 
communications network of Patel et al. The plurality of base stations of Siu et al. 
can be implemented or modified into Patel et al. by connecting the plurality of the 
base station into the bus 1 10 in figure 2 of Patel et al. The motivation for using 
the routing packets from one base station to other base station being that it 
provides a need existing for integrated data centric network wherein the voice, 
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data, voice services have quality of services of the traditional voice networks and 
transport efficiency of the traditional data (IP) networked. 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the 
basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Patel et al. in view of Rodrig et al. (6,256,314). 

For claims 6-7, Patel et al. disclose all the subject matter of the claimed 
invention with the exception of the IP router using open shortest path first (OSPF) 
based protocol or interior gateway routing protocol (IGRP)for forming the routing 
table in a communications network. Rodrig et al. from the same or similar fields 
of endeavor teaches a provision of the OSPF protocol and IGRP protocol (see 
column 8 lines 4-5). Thus, it would have been obvious to the person of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the OSPF protocol and IGRP 
protocol as taught by Rodrig et al. in the communications network of Patel et al. 
The OSPF protocol and IGRP can be implemented or modified into Patel et al. by 
using the OSPF protocol and IGRP in the gateway 142 figure 2 of Patel et al. 
The motivation for using the OSPF based protocol and IGRP protocol taught by 
Rodrig et al. into the communications network of Patel et al. being that it 
provides dynamic topology and capacity information and reducing costs. 
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5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the 
basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 8-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Doshi et al in view of Patel et al. 

For claims 8-12, Doshi et al. disclose a system comprising ; 

at least one base station (see box 250 in figure 1 ) for communicating 
information between a endpoint an IP based packet network (see box 205 in 
figure 1); 

at least one server( see box 230 in figure 1), which is accessed by the 
base station for establishing a telephone call between the endpoint and another 
endpoint; 

at least one router (see box 220 in figure 1)coupled to the IP based 
network for routing communications transmitted from the base station to the 
server; 

wherein the network does not include a MSC (no MSC in figure 1 ); 

wherein the base station comprises a router portion for routing packets 
through the base station to other portions of the IP based packet network (see 
boxes 250 and 205 in figure 1 ); and the gateway server for coupling to a 
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switched network (see STM switch 210 in figure 3), IP network (see IP network 
205 in figure 3). 

For claims 8-12, Doshi et al. disclose all the subject matter of the claimed 
invention with the exception of the wireless communication in a communications 
network. Patel et al. from the same or similar fields of endeavor teaches a 
provision of the wireless communication (see figure 2 box 146). Thus, it would 
have been obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to use the wireless taught by Patel et al in the communications network 
of Doshi et al. The wireless can be implemented or modified into Doshi et al. by 
connecting the wireless between boxes 210, 215 in figure 1 of Doshi et al. The 
motivation for using the wireless into the communications network of Doshi et 
being that it provides transmission information in free space. 



6. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Doshi et al. in view of Patel et al. as applied to claim 1 1 above, and further 
in view of Siu et al. 

For claim 13, Patel et al. and Doshi et al. disclose all the subject matter of 
the claimed invention with the exception of the gateway providing access to an 
intranet in a communications network. Doshi et al. and Patel et al. from the same 
or similar fields of endeavor teaches a provision of the ATM (intranet) coupled to 
the ATM gateway (see figure 5 ). Thus, it would have been obvious to the person 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use the internet as taught 
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by Siu et al. in the communications network of Patel et al. and Doshi et al. The 
intranet can be implemented or modified into Patel et al. and Doshi et al. by 
connecting the intranet to box 210 in figure 3 of Doshi et al. The motivation for 
using the intranet as taught by Siu et al. into the communications network of 
Patel et al. and Doshi et al. being that it provides an adaptation of different kind 
of the network. 



7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Perkins et al. (6,496,477) is cited to show system which is considered 
pertinent to the claimed invention. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to DANG T TON whose telephone number 
is 703-305-4739. The examiner can normally be reached on MON-WED, 5:30 
AM-6:00 PM and Thur 5:30-9:30 A.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, RAO SEEMA can be reached on 703-308-5463. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 



D. Ton 




